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second letter the young statesr that committee proposed to < their behalf. These facts and duced by Erskine during his d of sedition early in the Hilar highly effective and probably < sentence. The whole incident contrast between the earlier ; which was to be produced by 1
Pitt did not speak during th which alone of all the reforn Parliament in 1782. They wei excluding all contractors from revenue officers, dealt a blow ruption.2 By the other Act s about .£70,000 a year, were s\\ influence against both measure by every means to defeat the fc the Economy Bill was shorn o by the action of Shelburne anc
The difficulty of common cussion of a Bill for the repre< June). Pitt spoke in favour o Fox opposed it. This was the in opposite lobbies, though the intercourse between them. Tl
Their relations were destin event which opened another p .t-.'-rrtitni tlw was just what it ou^ht t«» tw*. and tlt.it ,d! e h4n^«- w» to the welfare of the n.tti«n,
